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§201.5

plans, where specific local actions and
projects are identified.

(iv) Identification of current and po-
tential sources of Federal, State, local,
or private funding to implement miti-
gation activities.

(v) A State may request the reduced
cost share authorized under §79.4(c)(2)
of this chapter for the FMA and SRL
programs, if it has an approved State
Mitigation Plan meeting the require-
ments of this section that also identi-
fies specific actions the State has
taken to reduce the number of repet-
itive loss properties (which must in-
clude severe repetitive loss properties),
and specifies how the State intends to
reduce the number of such repetitive
loss properties. In addition, the plan
must describe the strategy the State
has to ensure that local jurisdictions
with severe repetitive loss properties
take actions to reduce the number of
these properties, including the develop-
ment of local mitigation plans.

(4) A section on the Coordination of
Local Mitigation Planning that includes
the following:

(i) A description of the State process
to support, through funding and tech-
nical assistance, the development of
local mitigation plans.

(ii) A description of the State process
and timeframe by which the local plans
will be reviewed, coordinated, and
linked to the State Mitigation Plan.

(iii) Criteria for prioritizing commu-
nities and local jurisdictions that
would receive planning and project
grants under available funding pro-
grams, which should include consider-
ation for communities with the highest
risks, repetitive loss properties, and
most intense development pressures.
Further, that for non-planning grants,
a principal criterion for prioritizing
grants shall be the extent to which
benefits are maximized according to a
cost benefit review of proposed projects
and their associated costs.

(5) A Plan Maintenance Process that
includes:

(i) An established method and sched-
ule for monitoring, evaluating, and up-
dating the plan.

(ii) A system for monitoring imple-
mentation of mitigation measures and
project closeouts.
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(iii) A system for reviewing progress
on achieving goals as well as activities
and projects identified in the Mitiga-
tion Strategy.

(6) A Plan Adoption Process. The plan
must be formally adopted by the State
prior to submittal to us for final review
and approval.

(7) Assurances. The plan must include
assurances that the State will comply
with all applicable Federal statutes
and regulations in effect with respect
to the periods for which it receives
grant funding, in compliance with 44
CFR 13.11(c) of this chapter. The State
will amend its plan whenever necessary
to reflect changes in State or Federal
statutes and regulations as required in
44 CFR 13.11(d) of this chapter.

(d) Review and updates. Plan must be
reviewed and revised to reflect changes
in development, progress in statewide
mitigation efforts, and changes in pri-
orities and resubmitted for approval to
the appropriate Regional Adminis-
trator every three years. The Regional
review will be completed within 45 days
after receipt from the State, whenever
possible. We also encourage a State to
review its plan in the post-disaster
timeframe to reflect changing prior-
ities, but it is not required.

[67 FR 8848, Feb. 26, 2002, as amended at 67
FR 61515, Oct. 1, 2002; 69 FR 55096, Sept. 13,
2004; 72 FR 61565, 61738, Oct. 31, 2007]

§201.5 Enhanced State
Plans.

(a) A State with a FEMA approved
Enhanced State Mitigation Plan at the
time of a disaster declaration is eligi-
ble to receive increased funds under the
HMGP, based on twenty percent of the
total estimated eligible Stafford Act
disaster assistance. The Enhanced
State Mitigation Plan must dem-
onstrate that a State has developed a
comprehensive mitigation program,
that the State effectively uses avail-
able mitigation funding, and that it is
capable of managing the increased
funding. In order for the State to be el-
igible for the 20 percent HMGP funding,
FEMA must have approved the plan
within three years prior to the disaster
declaration.

(b) Enhanced State Mitigation Plans
must include all elements of the Stand-
ard State Mitigation Plan identified in

Mitigation
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Federal Emergency Management Agency, DHS

§201.4, as well as document the fol-
lowing:

(1) Demonstration that the plan is in-
tegrated to the extent practicable with
other State and/or regional planning

initiatives (comprehensive, growth
management, economic development,
capital improvement, land develop-

ment, and/or emergency management
plans) and FEMA mitigation programs
and initiatives that provide guidance
to State and regional agencies.

(2) Documentation of the State’s
project implementation capability,
identifying and demonstrating the
ability to implement the plan, includ-
ing:

(i) Established eligibility criteria for
multi-hazard mitigation measures.

(ii) A system to determine the cost
effectiveness of mitigation measures,
consistent with OMB Circular A-94,
Guidelines and Discount Rates for Ben-
efit-Cost Analysis of Federal Programs,
and to rank the measures according to
the State’s eligibility criteria.

(iii) Demonstration that the State
has the capability to effectively man-
age the HMGP as well as other mitiga-
tion grant programs, including a record
of the following:

(A) Meeting HMGP and other mitiga-
tion grant application timeframes and
submitting complete, technically fea-
sible, and eligible project applications
with appropriate supporting docu-
mentation;

(B) Preparing and submitting accu-
rate environmental reviews and ben-
efit-cost analyses;

(C) Submitting complete and accu-
rate quarterly progress and financial
reports on time; and

(D) Completing HMGP and other
mitigation grant projects within estab-
lished performance periods, including
financial reconciliation.

(iv) A system and strategy by which
the State will conduct an assessment
of the completed mitigation actions
and include a record of the effective-
ness (actual cost avoidance) of each
mitigation action.

(3) Demonstration that the State ef-
fectively uses existing mitigation pro-
grams to achieve its mitigation goals.

(4) Demonstration that the State is
committed to a comprehensive state
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mitigation program, which might in-
clude any of the following:

(i) A commitment to support local
mitigation planning by providing
workshops and training, State plan-
ning grants, or coordinated capability
development of local officials, includ-
ing Emergency Management and
Floodplain Management certifications.

(ii) A statewide program of hazard
mitigation through the development of
legislative initiatives, mitigation
councils, formation of public/private
partnerships, and/or other executive
actions that promote hazard mitiga-
tion.

(iii) The State provides a portion of
the non-Federal match for HMGP and/
or other mitigation projects.

(iv) To the extent allowed by State
law, the State requires or encourages
local governments to use a current
version of a nationally applicable
model building code or standard that
addresses natural hazards as a basis for
design and construction of State spon-
sored mitigation projects.

(v) A comprehensive, multi-year plan
to mitigate the risks posed to existing
buildings that have been identified as
necessary for post-disaster response
and recovery operations.

(vi) A comprehensive description of
how the State integrates mitigation
into its post-disaster recovery oper-
ations.

(c) Review and updates. (1) A State
must review and revise its plan to re-
flect changes in development, progress
in statewide mitigation efforts, and
changes in priorities, and resubmit it
for approval to the appropriate Re-
gional Administrator every three
years. The Regional review will be
completed within 45 days after receipt
from the State, whenever possible.

(2) In order for a State to be eligible
for the 20 percent HMGP funding, the
Enhanced State Mitigation plan must
be approved by FEMA within the three
years prior to the current major dis-
aster declaration.

§201.6 Local Mitigation Plans.

The local mitigation plan is the rep-
resentation of the jurisdiction’s com-
mitment to reduce risks from natural
hazards, serving as a guide for decision
makers as they commit resources to
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